way be suggested by analogy and confirmed by experiment, even where the nature of the disease is but dimly discerned, and its essential cause unknown. But it can scarcely be doubted that a more exact knowledge upon these points will sooner or later lead to important results.
Not therapeutics only, but hygiene also, must be greatly helped by the development of sound views on the causation of disease. From the practical point of view, there-fore, no less than from the purely scientific, one cannot but regard very hopefully the researches of Koch and others on the part played by microscopic organisms in the production of disease. We may differ among ourselves in our readiness to accept new doctrines (and it is wise not to be hasty); but no one, I think, can fail to see that year by year our knowledge in this direction is being extended and consolidated. Nor is it only by the labours of microscopists that these results are achieved. The volume lately issued by the Collective Investigation Committee of the British Medical Association supplies us with a large body of evidence pointing to the conclusion that acute pneumonia is, in some cases at least, a specific disease, depending therefore, in all probability, like other specific diseases, upon the presence of a microscopic organism.
The subject of my address this evening is not without relation to these inquiries. I propose to ask your attention to certain views which I There may be nothing more than this, or the organism, penetrating the tissues, may find its way into the blood, and, by its presence in the circulating fluid (where again it multiplies), may set up a state of fever.
To conclude, if the subject of my discourse seem comparatively trivial, I may be allowed to plead that in science nothing is trivial; and that as no error can fail to be hurtful, so no truth can fail to be helpful, and that in a degree not to be measured by the intrinsic importance of the subject to which the truth or the error immediately refers.
